In using language, people not only exchange information, but also navigate their social world -for example, they can express themselves indirectly to avoid losing face. In this functional magnetic resonance imaging study, we investigated the neural correlates of interpreting face-saving indirect replies, in a situation where participants only overheard the replies as part of a conversation between two other people, as well as in a situation where the participants were directly addressed themselves. We created a fictional job interview context where indirect replies serve as a natural communicative strategy to attenuate one's shortcomings, and asked fMRI participants to either pose scripted questions and receive answers from three putative job candidates (addressee condition) or to listen to someone else interview the same candidates (overhearer condition). In both cases, the need to evaluate the candidate ensured that participants had an active interest in comprehending the replies. Relative to direct replies, facesaving indirect replies increased activation in medial prefrontal cortex, bilateral temporo-parietal junction (TPJ), bilateral inferior frontal gyrus and bilateral middle temporal gyrus, in active overhearers and active addressees alike, with similar effect size, and comparable to findings obtained in an earlier passive listening study (Bašnáková et al., 2014). In contrast, indirectness effects in bilateral anterior insula and pregenual ACC, two regions implicated in emotional salience and empathy, were reliably stronger in addressees than in active overhearers. Our findings indicate that understanding face-saving indirect language requires additional cognitive perspective-taking and other discourse-relevant cognitive processing, to a comparable extent in active overhearers and addressees. Furthermore, they indicate that face-saving indirect language draws upon affective systems more in addressees than in overhearers, presumably because the addressee is the one being managed by a face-saving reply. In all, face-saving indirectness provides a window on the cognitive as well as affect-related neural systems involved in human communication.
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Introduction
Language is a powerful discrete combinatorial coding system, a verbal sign system that allows people to communicate very precisely about a potentially infinite amount of things. However, that does not mean that language comprehension is just a straightforward "code cracking" process, where word meaning is combined according to the rules of grammar. Pragmatic analyses (Clark, 1996; Grice, 1975; Levinson, 2006; Tomasello, 2008) have made it very clear that language comprehension always involves a range of inferential processes whereby the linguistic signs are 'contextualized', i.e., interpreted in terms of their specific context, and, above all, the likely intentions of the current speaker. Inferences about what the speaker might mean are needed at various levels of the comprehension process. We need to think about the speaker to resolve reference, in order to work out what expressions such as "I", "today", or "this paper" refer to in a particular utterance, and along the way fixate the relevant meaning of "paper". We also need it to work out things that, although not explicitly said, are conversationally implicated by the speaker in a given situation, such as when "there's a garage around the corner" is meant to also convey "and it's open now, so you can get some gas there" (Clark, 1996 
